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3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1 . Claims 1,6,10,11, and 1 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Eggert, Jr. (US 4,267,895 A) and in further view of Nelson et al. (US 
6,131,681 A). 

Eggert, Jr. discloses a hybrid vehicle comprising a thermal engine 56 and motor 
61 (inherently with output shaft), each for driving wheels 76, an energy storage device 
or batteries 40, and a forced air cooling system 57 for diverting air through channels 55, 
57 to either the engine or motor for cooling internal parts, as shown in figures 1-7. 
Eggert, Jr. further discloses intakes 66, 67 having grates or screens 84, as recited in 
column 4, lines 53-62. Eggert, Jr. does not disclose the screen as being a filter. Nelson 
does disclose a vehicle intake screen or filter 21 , 22 for filtering out bugs and debris, as 
recited in column 5, lines 56-65. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of the invention to have provided the inlet of Eggert, Jr. with the 
filter of Nelson et al. in order to prevent small debris from entering the cooling system. 
Since the claim only recites "supplying air to the thermal engine", the air does not have 
to be used for combustion in the engine and therefore cooling air for the engine reads 
on the claims. 
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With respect to claim 1 1 , the method is inherently performed in the use of the 
apparatus of Eggert, Jr. in view of Nelson et al. recited above. 
2. Claims 2-4, 7-9, and 12-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Eggert, Jr. and Nelson et al., as applied to claims 1 , 6, and 1 1 above, 
and further in view of Ishida et al. (US 5,705, 865 A). 

Neither Eggert, Jr. nor Nelson et al. explicitly disclose air as cooling around the 
motor windings, permanent magnets, and rotor/stator. Ishida et al. discloses a motor 
that has a cooling chamber with airgap 30 for allowing cooling air to reach the windings 
34 and magnets 33 (or stator/rotor), as shown in figures 4. It would have been obvious 
to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have provided the 
vehicle of Eggert, Jr. as modified by Nelson et al. with the motor of Ishida et al. in order 
to cool the inside of the motor and prevent overheating or the stator and rotor. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 11/12/09 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. With respect to the applicant's arguments concerning claims 1 and 1 1 , the 
fact that the applicant intendeds to filter out dust and small particles does not prevent 
the filter of Nelson et al. from reading on the claims. The claims do not recite the size of 
the filter and this may not be read into the claims. For these reasons the rejection 
stands. 



Conclusion 
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3. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

3. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jeffrey J. Restifo whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
6697. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday 10am-7pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Paul Dickson can be reached on (571) 272-7742. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 



Application/Control Number: 10/823,623 Page 5 

Art Unit: 3618 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Jeffrey J Restifo 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3618 
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